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GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL When the solicitors for Mr. Griffin asked 


DISCIPLINARY INQUIRIES 
(Concluded) 


Alleged ‘falsification of Records of 
Professional Services 


The Council devoted one whole day and. 


parts of two other days to the consideration 
of the case of ParavastTHU GopauLa Sawmy, 
registered as of Warrington Road, Whiston, 
Liverpool, who appeared on the charge that 
in order to support a counter-claim for a sum 
of £352 for professional services alleged to 
have been rendered, he had falsified entries 
in his visiting diary so as to make it appear 
that he had attended the complainant (Mr. 
P. G. B. Griffin, L.D.S., of Liverpool) and 
his daughter during certain periods, whereas 
in fact he had not attended them during 
those periods. It was further complained 
against Dr. Sawmy that he had substituted 
for an earlier letter which he had written to 
Mrs. Griffin’s solicitors, in which he had 
described her condition as found by him on 
examination in 1936, another letter, bearing 
the same date as the first, but written much 
later, wherein statements were made as to 
Mrs. Griffin’s condition at that time, and 
that such statements were to his knowledge 
untrue. 

The complainant was represented by Mr. 
Scott Cairns, counsel, and respondent by Mr. 
Gilbert Paull, K.C., and Mr. G. Blackledge. 

Mr. Cairns said there had been litigation 
between complainant and the respondent, in 
which the former claimed the return of a 
loan of £400, and the latter counter-claimed 


for £352 for professional services. To sup- | 
port this counter-claim he produced certain 


diaries in respect of attendances on Mr. 
Griffin in 1939 and on his daughter in 1941. 
The evidence would show that while some- 
what similar services were rendered at a 
different time, no services were rendered 
during the periods indicated by the entries. 
The two had for some years been on 
friendly terms, and each had served the 
other, the one as doctor and the other as 
dentist, without fee. In Nov., 1940, Mr. 
Griffin and his son went to live with Dr. 
Sawmy. A year later the solicitor for Mrs. 
Griffin asked Dr. Sawmy for a certificate 
regarding treatment which he had given to 
Mrs. Griffin for certain injuries in 1936. 
Several letters were ignored, but eventually 
Dr. Sawmy replied that in his recollection 
the injuries were trivial and that Mrs. Griffin 
had given the history of a fall. Six weeks 
later, however, the relations between the two 
men having in the meantime become 
strained, Dr. Sawmy rang up the solicitor 
and said that he had now found his records 
of the treatment given to Mrs. Griffin nearly 
six years previously, and that he would give 
a more detailed report in substitution for the 
first. The first was then returned to him, 
and under the same date, although actually 
it was written some weeks later, he sent a 
report to the effect that Mrs. Griffin gave a 
history of having been assaulted by her 
husband, and that she had extensive orbital 
and wrist lesions, obviously the result of 
brutal violence. 


Dr. Sawmy for further particulars of the 
counter-claim, these were supplied by affi- 
davit, with Dr. Sawmy’s diaries in support. 
It was stated by Mr. Griffin that all Dr. 
Sawmy’s attendances on him ceased before 
the first of the dates given. The particulars 
given by Dr. Sawmy were of 104 attendances 
between April and Sept., 1939. ‘He also 
claimed for 26 attendances on Miss Griffin 
between April and June, 1941, consequent 
upon a Pott’s fracture of the ankle, but the 
evidence of other witnesses would show that 
Miss Griffin, though she did fracture her 
ankle, did so in Sept., 1940, and the regis- 
trar of the University of Liverpool stated in 
an affidavit that on certain dates, when 
according to Dr. Sawmy she was suffering 
from the initial stages of a severe lesion and 
was immobilized, she was in almost daily 
attendance at the university as a student. 

Mr. Griffin gave evidence as to the dates 
and other particulars. In cross-examination 
he strongly denied that he had carefully fixed 
this matter step by step to weave a net for 
Dr. Sawmy. It was a most improper sug- 
gestion that he himself had substituted a 
forged report on his wife’s case for the one 
which Dr. Sawmy had written and had 
affixed Dr. Sawmy’s signature by a rubber 
stamp to which he had access. (It appeared 
that the original of this letter could not be 
produced; it had been copied by the solici- 
tors, who said that they had sent it back to 
Dr. Sawmy.) 

Dr. Sawmy, in defence, denied all the 
charges. His entries in the diary had been 
made at the time of treatment. In 1939 Mr. 
Griffin offered to lend him £400; it was 
agreed that money was at that time owing 
to him by Mr. Griffin, and that adiustment 
would be made later. On four occasions he 
rendered accounts for professional atten- 
dance, but did not press for settlement. In 
Sept., 1941, Mr. Griffin, after a dispute with 
his wife, came, together with his son, to live 
with him. It was acknowledged that with 
lodging as well as attendance he now owed 
him more than the £400 he had lent, but 
Mr. Griffin did not want to discuss a settle- 
ment at that time because his wife was 
bringing an action against him. In Dec., 
1941, while residing in Dr. Sawmy’s house, 
Mr. Griffin found a letter from Mrs. Griffin’s 
solicitors asking for a report on injuries she 
had sustained as a result of an assault on 
her by Mr. Griffin in 1936, and Mr. Griffin 
produced a typed letter which he asked him 
to send in reply to the solicitors. This, Dr. 
Sawmy said, he refused to do, and a few 
days later he sent to the solicitors the full 
report on the subject, describing injuries of 


a severe kind, and expressing the opinion’ 


that they had been inflicted by a brutal form 
of violence. That was the only report he 
gave; it was left in the hall for posting at a 
time when Mr. Griffin still resided in the 
house, and when the doctor’s notepaper, 
typewriter, and signature stamp were within 
access. 
The diaries were closely scrutinized b 
members of the Council. Dr. Sawmy, in 
cross-examination, agreed that not until 1939 


did he prepare an account for Mr. Griffin, 
that for that purpose he had to go back 
over his diaries for five previous years, and 
that the only material on which he could 
make up the account was the rough diary 
entries. Supporting evidence was given by 
Sister Rowson, who was Dr. Sawmy’s nurse 
and secretary, and by other witnesses as to 
dates. 

In a closing speech on behalf of Dr. 
Sawmy his counsel said that these were 
criminal charges and that the proper course 
for the complainant would have been to go 
to a criminal court and then, if a conviction 
had been obtained, to come to the Council. 
But if these charges had been brought before 
a criminal court they would have been 
thrown out by any judge and jury in the 
absence of essential witnesses—namely, Mrs. 
and Miss Griffin. The former was the 
obvious person to be called concerning the 
alleged untrue report, and the latter concern- 
ing the dates of her injury and treatment, 
but the complainant had not seen fit to place 
either of them in the box. It was true that 
the registrar of the University testified that 
Miss Griffin was in attendance there at the 
time when, according to Dr. Sawmy, he was 
attending her for a fractured ankle, but 
might she not, with the leg support he fur- 
nished, have succeeded in attending her 
classes? It was suggested that the diaries 
had been written up after the quarrel between 
the two men, but extracts which he read, in 
which attendance on the Griffins was sand- 
wiched in with notes of other engagements, 
seemed to testify to their genuineness. With 
regard to the report on Mrs. Griffin’s injuries 
the circumstances pointed to the substitution 
of another report pretending to be written by 
Dr. Sawmy but written without his know- 
ledge. 

After the ‘Council had given prolonged 
consideration to the case in camera the 
President announced that the Council had 
found the facts proved to its satisfaction, 
and that in respect of the facts so proved 
Dr. Sawmy had been found guilty of in- 
famous conduct in a professional respect, 
and the Registrar had been instructed to 
erase his name. 

/ Complaints relating to Certificates 
/The Ministry of Labour and National 
Service brought complaints against two prac- 
titioners in Wales for untrue certification. 
One of these was Davip WASHINGTON 
Evans, registered as of Llantwit Fardre, 
Glamorgan, against whom it was alleged that 
he had given a certificate stating that a fac- 
tory employee was suffering from a bilious 
attack and unable to follow her employment 
when in fact he had not seen or examined 
her on that date or on any approximate date. 
The girl in question stated that she was pre- 
vented from going on night work on Dec. 30, 
1942, by reason of a bilious attack. A fort- 
night later her employers insisted on a 
doctor’s certificate to explajn her single 
absence, and her mother obtained it from 
Dr. Evans, who had attended her for the 
same complaint in the past, although he had 
not done so for some months previously. 
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Dr. Evans admitted that he did not see 
the young woman on the night in question, 
but he had seen her on various previous 
dates for subacute appendix or bilious 
attacks. He had known the family for 
fifteen years, and had always found them 
absolutely and sincerely honest, and when 
the mother came to ask for the certificate he 
trusted her word and gave what was required 
after he had questioned her about her 
daughter's illness. The certificate was given 
in a modified form and was not intended in 
any way to mislead ; he believed the manager 
of the factory already knew that no doctor 
had seen the girl on the date in question. 

After deliberation in camera the Council 
did not see fit to direct the Registrar to erase 
Dr. Evans’s name. 


The second practitioner was ARTHUR 
Hines, registered as of Trehafod, Glamorgan, 
who had certified a girl factory employee as 
suffering from gastritis and unable to follow 
her employment when he had not seen her 
on the date of the certificate or on any 
approximate date. The girl in question told 
a similar story to the girl in the previous 
case. She had never been attended by Dr. 
Hines at any time. 

Dr. Hines said that the girl came to him 
fourteen days after the date of her few 
hours’ illness, and stated that her employer 
insisted on a certificate. He told the girl 
that he saw no necessity to give a certificate 
for the few hours in question. He knew the 
family, who lived within 20 yards of his 
surgery, and her aunt, whom he saw every 
day, told him on the day in question that 
her niece had a bilious attack and was un- 
able to go to work. He gave the certificate 
when it was applied for, having confirmed 
the truth of the girl’s assertion. No charge 
was made for the certificate. He knew the 
girl to be an honest and industrious person. 
She had lost only one shift—due to this 
attack—since taking up her employment at 
a munition factory. 

In this case also the Council, after private 
deliberation, did not see fit to instruct the 
Registrar to erase Dr. Hines’s name. \ 


Case following Divorce Decree 


The Council considered in camera the 
case of THOMAS ROLLAND STUART THOMPSON, 
registered as of the R.A.F. Medical Service, 
who appeared on the charge that by decree of 
the Divorce Court he had been found guilty 
of adultery with a married woman with 
whom he had stcod in professional relation- 
ship. 

The finding of the Council was that th 
allegation of professional relationship had 
not been proved, and therefore the complaint 
was dismissed. 


Correspondence 


This Leadership Business 

Sir,—In view of Dr. Duncan Porteous’s 
letter (Supplement, May 15, p. 60) it 
appears necessary to remind ourselves 
that there are obvious dangers associated 
with the uncritical following of “ leaders.” 
The picture of the blind and their blind 
leaders floundering together in the ditch 
is an authoritative warning for all time of 
the risk involved in this procedure. Those 
to whom old masters do not appeal might 
profitably contemplate the contemporary 
scene, and the dire circum- 
stances into¥which the peoples of Ger- 
many and Italy have been led by the great 
national leaders to whom they had 
entrusted their destiny. 

Much of the trouble in the world 
to-day is due to the fact that peoples 


have left the determination of national 
policy to rulers. In other words, they 
have appointed leaders or allowed leaders 
to be appointed before defining without 
any possibility of misunderstanding the 
destination to which they wished to be 
led. It is curious that political conduct 
of this kind excites little comment, 
whereas an individual acting in like 
manner in regard to his private affairs 
would soon find himself under grave 
suspicion as to his sanity. All this goes 
to emphasize the fact that the determina- 
tion of policy—the choice of an objective 
—naturally precedes the selection of the 
means to the end in view. There is no 
place for a leader until it has been 
decided where one wants to go. Never- 
theless, in the present medical emer- 
gency someone must take the initiative in 
defining an objective which is believed to 
be in accordance with the will of the 
great majority of the profession. This 
objective has recently been defined in the 
following terms: 

Objective: To preserve freedom for doc- 
tors as individuals. 

(a) To ensure receipt of income from 
different sources: to prevent control of 
income passing to a single authority. 

(b) To confine a doctor’s sphere to the 
direct doctor-patient relationship: to pre- 
vent the substitution of third party 
ioe authority for this relation- 
ship. 

©) To preserve personal responsibility of 
doctor to patient: to prevent the substitu- 
tion of responsibility to officials for re- 
sponsibility to patients. 

It is now the responsibility of every 
member of the B.M.A. in favour of this 
objective—probably the vast majority— 
to use to the limit the machinery of the 
B.M.A. which exists to make their policy 
effective—I am, etc., 


Bexley, Kent. E. U. MACWILLIAM. 


MEDICAL WAR RELIEF FUND 
FORTY-SEVENTH LIST 


Amount previously acknowledged—£49,577 1\s., 
and £100 34% Conversion Stock and £40 3% 
Defence Bonds. 


Individual Subscriptions 

£3 3s.—Lt.-Col. R. W. Brookfield, R.A.M.C. 

£2 2s.—Anonymous, R.A.M.C.; Capt. N. Bick- 
ford, R.A.M.C. (8th donation) ; Major W. Happer, 
I.M.S., and Mrs. Happer (16th donation). 

A. S. Henderson, Bearsden (2nd dona- 
ion). 

£1 11s. 6d.—Dr. T. B. Evans, Prestatyn (15th 
donation). 

£1 1Is.—Dr. A. P. Bowdler, Bournemouth. 

£42.—Medicai Staff of Harrow and Wealdstone 
‘Hospital—per Dr. Thorn (amount already sent £44 
and £40 3% Defence Bonds). 

£41 15s. 6d.—Croydon Division—per Dr. S. A. 
Forbes (amount already sent £166): Dr. W. O. 
Whittaker, £2 2s.; Dr. P. W. Hamond, £3 3s.; 
Dr. D. F. Kanaar, £2 2s.; Dr. D. S. Genge, 
10s. 6d.; Dr. J. S. Hall, £2 2s.; Dr. T. Murphy, 
£5 S5s.; Dr. W. H. Hardy, £2 2s. (2nd donation) ; 
Dr. Mona E. Hatherley, £2 2s.; Dr. Eileen M. 
Saxton, £2 2s. (3rd donation); Dr. C. Corben, 
£5; Dr. A. Gooding, £3 3s. (2nd donation); Dr. 
A. C. Lankester, £2 2s.; Dr. C. I. Stockley, £5 
= donation); Dr. A. H. Warde £5 (2nd dona- 
tion). e 

£2 2s.—South-Eastern Association of Medical 
Women’s Federation—per Dr. A. M. M. Hunter, 
Edinburgh (amount already sent-£2 2s.). 

Total—£49.677 10s., and £100 34% Conversion 
Stock and £40 3% Defence Bonds. 

Cheques, payable to the Medical War Relief 
Fund, should be sent to Dr. G. C. Anderson, 
Honorary Treasurer of the Fund, British Medical 
— House, Tavistock Square, London, 


Dr. R. L. Thornley, medical officer of 
health for the East Riding of Yorkshire for 
over 20 years, retires at the end of June (his 
age of service has already been extended). 

s successor is Dr. Ralph Watson, who has 
been M.O.H. for Doncaster since 1934. 


BRITISH MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
Election of 22 Members of Council by 
Grouped Branches in the British Isles, and 

of 2 Public Health Service Members 


As a result of the nominations received for 


the election of twenty-two members of - 


Council the following have been elected for 
the session 1943-4: L. Dougal Callander 


(Doncaster); J. A. Brown (Birmingham); 


J. A. Ireland (Shrewsbury); H. P.. Frederick 
(Port Talbot); F. H. Bodman (Bristol); 
F. A. Roper (Exeter); J. G. Thwaites 
(Brighton); G. W. Miller (Dundee); P. 
Martin Brodie (Edinburgh); I, D. Grant 
(Glasgow); G. MacFeat (Douglas, Lanarks) ; 
C. J. A. Woodside (Belfast). 

For Group A (North of England) the 
following candidates have been nominated: 
P. V. Anderson, Weldon Watts; for Group 
C (Isle of Man, Lancashire, and Cheshire), 
R. L. Newell, D. R. Owen, F. M. Rose; for 
Group D (Derbyshire, Leicestershire and 
Rutland, Lincolnshire, Nottingham), E. C. 
Dawson, F. J. Jauch, G. Waring Taylor; 
for Group E (Bedfordshire, Cambridge and 
Huntingdon, Essex, Hertfordshire, Norfolk, 
Northamptonshire, Suffolk), A. Staveley 
Gough, C. M. Stevenson; for Group I 
(Metropolitan Counties), R. W. Cockshut, 
V. Zachary Cope, W. W. Fox, E. A. Gregg, 
P. Inwald, H. Joules, M. F. Moloney, 
H. H. D. Sutherland, Sir James Walton, R. 
Wiggins; for Group L (Southern, Surrey), 
R. H. Balfour Barrow, C. N. Binney. 

Voting papers will be issued to the mem- 
bers of these Groups on June 19, 1943. 


Public Health Service 

The following have been nominated for 
election as members of Council for 1943-4 
by Public Health Service members: J. 
Fenton, T. N. V. Potts, A. J. Shinnie, J. A. 
Struthers. Voting papers will be issued to 
the Public Health Service members on June 
19, 1943. 

G.._C. ANDERSON, 


Secretary. 


Diary of Central Meetings 
JUNE 
23 Wed. Council, 10 a.m. 


Branch and Division Meetings to be Held 

WESTMINSTER AND HoLsorNn Diviston.— At West- 
minster City Hall, Charing Cross Road, W.C., Fri., 
June 25, at 5.45 pm.. Miss Jackson (Royal West- 
minster Ophthalmic Hospital): Orthoptic Training. 

West SUFFOLK Division.—A:> West Suffolk 
General Hospital, Bury St. Edmunds, Sun , June 20, 
5 p.m. Meeting. All medical practitioners in the 
area of the Division are invited to attend. 


WEEKLY POSTGRADUATE DIARY 

FELLOWSH:P OF MEDICINE, 1, Wimpole Street, W.— 
West End Hospital for Nervous Diseases: Tues. 
and Fri., 3 p.m., M.R.C.P. course in neurology. 
London Homoeopathic Hospital : Wed. afternoon, 
Clinical surgery demonstration. National Hos- 
pital for Diseases of the Heart : Tues. and Wed., 
10 a.m., Out-patient clinics. 


DIARY OF SOCIETIES AND LECTURES 

Royat Society OF 2.30 p.m. 
Section of Dermatology. Sat. (June 26), 2.45 
p.m. Section of Orthopaedics. 

MEDICAL SOCIETY FOR THE STUDY OF VENEREAL 
DisEasEs, 11, Chandos Street, W.—Sat. (June 
26), 2.30 p.m. The Use and Significance of 
Serum Tests for Syphilis. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, & DEATHS 


The charge for inserting announcements under this 
head is 10s. 6d. This amount should be forwarded 


with the notice, authenticated with the name and — 


address of the sender, and should reach the Adver- 
tisement Manager not later than first post Monday 
morning to ensure insertion in the current issue. 


DEATH 
Srmpson.—On June 5, 1943, at Shrewsbury, sud- 


denly, Archibald Simpson; M.B., B.Ch., F.R.C.S. | 


(Edin.), of 22, The Crescent, aged 60. 
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